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pared and printed for the use of members.    They were
six in number, and related to the following subjects :

1. Nuncomar's case. 2. The Patna Cause. 3. The
extension of the jurisdiction of the High Court. 4. The
Cossijurah case. 5. The appointment to be Judge of the
Siiclder Diwani Adalat. 6. The taking of affidavits
by Impey in connection with HaStings's proceedings at.
Benares.

The charge relating to Nuncomar was regarded as so
much the most important of them all that Impey begged
to be heard upon that first. His petition was granted,
and he was heard upon it at the Bar of the House on the
4th February, 1788. Evidence was taken upon this
charge before a Committee on various days in the course
of the same month. The question whether Impey should
be impeached upon it was debated at full length on the
118th April and the 7th and 9th May, when the motion
was rejected by seventy-three to fifty-five.

2 A faint effort was made to proceed with the charge
upon the Patna Cause, but it was unsuccessful; the rest
of the impeachment was never proceeded with.    Sub-
stantially, therefore, the question of impeaching Impey
was confined to the charge relating to Nuncomar.

The order in which the matter was brought before
the House was most inconvenient. The articles
were first laid on the table; Impey's defence followed;
the evidence was then taken, and last of all came the
3 accusation. The best way to give the effect of the

1 Part. Hist, xrrii. 292, 416, and 427.

3  Ibid, xxvii. 599-60S (27th May, 1788).

3 I have in earlier parts of this work given references to the speech of
Sir Gilbert Elliot as reported in the Parliamentary History, and have said
that the earlier part of it only was corrected by Sir Gilbert himself. Just
before the present sheet was finally corrected for the press, I received from